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repetition or subdivision of the onomatopoeic theory.
This convinced mo that the old leaven was still at
work, and that what seemed to myself also, while
revising nay lectures, an uncalled-for slaying of the
slain, might nevertheless be useful even at present, if
only as the record of a once hotly contested fight.

Starting from the conviction that the Science of
Language should be treated as one of the Physical
Sciences, I proceeded to explain in what sense it
seemed to me to require a physiological foundation.

the Z*onnclatiozi of Comparative PMlology.

To many of my younger readers the elaborate
arguments in favour of phonetic studies an the only
safe foundation of philological studies, contained in
the second volume of my lectures, may seera at
present supererogatory. Here again it is now ad-
mitted by almost everybody that a knowledge of
Phonetics is essential to a sound study of Compara-
tive Philology. But when I tried for the first time
to make the researches of Johannes Midler, IVueke,
Oxerittak and others, subservient to the Science of
Languagftj I was severely blamed by Professor Benfoy,
in his review of my Lectures (GMlnger Gclckne
AwzMyMi) 1807), for this innovation, and for encum-
bering Comparative Philology with such heterogeneous
subjects as MioneticH. Now all this is changed.
Phonetic studies arc not only recognised as an essen-
tial part of Comparative Philology, but they are
cultivated for their own sake, and have often been